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By LESLIE H.GELB
' Specia) to The New York Tipes

* WASRINGTON, Nov. 23 — In his
speech Mondey night, President Rea-
gan restated his belief that *'in virtually
every measure of military power the -
Sovie: Union enjoys & dedded advm-

uge" over the United States.
Rardly &ny military &
. perts in or out of the Ad-
ministratibn deny that the
enormous Sowiet -roilitary
buildup over the last two
decades has confirmed the
&mnet Un.km as the dominant pover on
the Eurasian Jand roess and the equal of
"the United Statec in strategic nuclear
eriking power. Beyond that, there is
considerable disagreement among the
expenis aboui what that means and
. whether mew has .gained military

supeniority.

Willam W. Kaufmann of the Masss.
" cimsents lnstituie of Techmology, who
has worked on esiimating the militery
balance for all Republican and Demo-
‘cratic Secrewanes of . Detense in the

- News
Anatysis

¥ L1880's apd 7C's, said ib an interview:

“Mr. Reagan's messuting of the bai.
&oct by counting numbers of weapons

Auneachndeugmeruhregudedbv

operts as pure propagande. Even the
Respan Administration has no plans to
| gupiicate Soviet force levels because

we don't need them for our purposes.”’
‘11 is the preveailing view ol experts in
. and out of the Administration,” he con-
tinued, ‘‘that the United States has &
strong second-strike capabllity right
now and cnn defwd its tradmoml allies
nghtnow —-.,'"., e
Fbambtbe:ThnNmbas -
' Be nddea, Cbmpu-tng numbers
without loodng at. geogTe-

phy, uusmdt.beu.k nh.lsewm
parison.”” KRS .

the United States.
These comparisons are ditficult at
best, in part because the Soviet Union

| does pot publish accurzte budget fig-

:ures, and it is particulariy difficult 1o
estimate expeoditures in areas such as
research and development. Alsc, while
manpower consurnes almost half of the
American military budget, it accounts
tor less than one-fourth of ‘the Soviet
budget.
Comparisons Sbow Trends

To m at London's lmemauom]
Institute for Strategic Studies, the
tapon _and the Central Intellipence
Agency, the main and perhaps only
value of these overal! budget compari-
sons is 10 point out trends. By BC-
counts, these trends show Moscow con-
tinuing to _oundistance Washington in
numbers of weapons produced and clos-

mgthegapmmeguaugofmpons. .
Mr. Reagan pointed ot that the |

United States has not increased its
pumber of intercontinenta) ballistic
missiles since 1965. But each Adminis-
tration since then bas elected to ip-
crease the nurnber of nuciear warheads
on each missile rather then the npumber
of rnissiles themselves, & choice that
American experts say was deliberately '
made for strategic reasons. There was
an even grester addition of missile war.
heads in the American submarine force
in this time.

in 1962, the balance of strategic nu-
clear warheads and bombs stood st
12,000 for the United States and 200 for
' tbe Soviet Union. Today, eacb side hn.s
over 8,000

Mr. Reagan pointed to the fact t.hat
the Soviet Union bas added 60 pew
ballistic-missile-firing submarines to
jts force in the last 15 years as against
one new submarine las: yeazr for the

t For exampie, My Rngan clted the | United States. There is virtually unani-
| generally agreed estimate thut Moscow | mous expert &udgment that American

" spends 12 to 14 percent of its estimated | submarines,

espite their age, remain

gross national product on-arms every. | decidedly supenm' in overall per!um-
vear.-The Otffice of Management and | ance,

Budget says the American figure has
been 5 to 6 percent for four_years. The
Amperican gross national product, how-
ever, tsalmostdoublethato!tbeSov!et
Unjod. |

Anotberf.xample:lumbm .
" He cited the fact that the Soviet Unjon
+as 200 of the new bombers knovwn in the
Wwest as Backfires end is building 30
more each year, while much of the

E.rperts for the most pm se€ such | American long-range bomber force is
comparisons more &s-debatng points | 20 vears old. But again, the prevailing

than analytical tools. The Central intel-

ugenceAgmcy was first asked to make -
these comparisone in the 1860's es &
way of showing that the Unijted States
was abead. In the mid-70's, Defense
Secretary James R. Schiesinger used :

them to show that trends in mlbmryf

" judgment in the United States Mr Force
is that the 0ld B-52's are far better Jong-
range bombers than the Backfire or
standard Soviet bombers, such as those
Xnown in the West as the Bear and the
Bison.

With regard to Mr. Reagan’s general

- ment about Moscow adding to and mod-

' | development were becoming adve:selo i analysis of the mtegic situation and

the VX decision in particular, former |
Defense Secretary Schiesinger said in |
an interview: “It does not logically
scan. If we have become increasingly :
weak relative to the Soviets, it hardly
follows that Mr.  Reagan shau)d have
decided to aut the Carier Administre.
ﬁmp\mtobep)oyhﬁ(trmnzmm
sblesto 100, " ;

NomedlspmsM: Ragansmt&

ernizing jts force of medium-range
ballistic missiles targeted on Western
Europe. But opinions varyin and out of
the Administration on the signficance of
this. Some experts argue that unless
this gap is closed, deterrence in Europe
it jeopardized. Otbers maintain that
this gap has existed essentially for 20
years without noticeable harm. But
mostexpemmtntavoro(c.\osmglt.

- AmsmdQnamy

Nor does anyope chn.nmge Mr. Res.
gan's statement that Soviet forces **tar |
exceed us in the pumber of tanks, artil- :
Jery pieces, aircratt and ships.” But as |
experts bave beep quick to point out,
this overiooks the abilities of American
and Soviet alljes and xgnorathe ssue of
the quality of weapns,

Vhen allied toials are added, the.
purnbers on each side are rovch closer,
The 1oial pumber of ships in the Atlan-
tic alljance exceeds the Warsaw Pact
totz]. Aroerican ships alone, although
Jess nurperous than the Soviet ships, are
largcrsndbettzr o . :

'I'negmcndqua.utvoflxmeﬂmm
ventiond] forces remains superior o the
Soviet Union's, although Moscow con- |
tirves to close the gap. Recent encoun- |
ters between Syrian forces using front.
line Soviet aircraft and surtace-to-air -
misviles and 1sraeli foroes using Ameri-:;
can equipment ‘were & case in point to-:

'rbelsneus‘dsu-vyed soDe X0 |
missile betteries and 80 aircratt without |
2 )oss. Thoe lsraelis also destroyed some ©
pew Soviet T-72 tanks, previously con-
sidered virtually impenetrable.

Mr. Schlesinger, who like most ex- f
perts in the field sees rising Soviet mill.

SommaaalS e =

tary abilities and favors increased !
American military spending, roain-
taiped that there were Teal pena)ua as-
sociated with Mr. Reagan's spprosch.
*“It i urwise for the President to de-
clare that the United States is in an in-
ferior position,”” he s&id. “’Indeed, in re.
gard to strategic jorces particularly,
‘Lhe jssue is rouch too ambiguous st any
rete.'
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